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Adrian Stephen Burke appeals from his 77-month sentence imposed

following a guilty-plea conviction for Unlawful Reentry of aDeported Alien, in
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violation of 8 U.S.C. § 1326. We havejurisdiction pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1291,
and we remand.

Burke contends that the district court erred by basing a 16-level
enhancement, pursuant to U.S.S.G. § 2L 1.2(b)(1)(A)(i), on a Nevada judgment
that contained two convictions, only one of which qualifies as a drug trafficking
offense. Burke contends the judgment was ambiguous and thus, the enhancement
was improper. We disagree. The Nevada state court judgment unambiguously
reflects that Burke was convicted of possession of a controlled substance with
intent to sdll, in violation of Nev. Rev. Stat. 453.337. Based on this conviction,
the district court properly imposed the 16-level enhancement pursuant to U.S.S.G.
8 2L1.2(b)(1)(A)(i). See United Satesv. Benitez-Perez, 367 F.3d 1200, 1204 (9th
Cir. 2004) (“Because [Nev. Rev. Stat. § 453.337] does not reach conduct outside
of adrug trafficking offense under § 2L.1.2, Taylor’ s categorical analysisis
satisfied and the 16 level enhancement was properly applied.”).

However, because Burke was sentenced under the then-mandatory
guidelines, we remand for further proceedings consistent with United States v.
Ameline, 409 F.3d 1073, 1084-85 (9th Cir. 2005) (en banc). See United Satesv.
Moreno-Hernandez, 419 F.3d 906, 916 (9th Cir. 2005).

REMANDED.



